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memorandum FOR: Director of Centrel XntelUjence 


SUBJECT: 


Cley L. Shaw's Trial and the Central 
Intelligence Agency 


Yhis memorandum is for information. 

2. The investigation of District Attorney Garrison of 

New Orleans into the assassination of President Kennedy, and 
bis aUaeb on the Warren Commission report, now focuses on ona 
iscet— the ttUl ol CUy Sh»w, who h>> boon Indicted tor 
conopireey to M.o.oinete the Pre.ldent. In bio public wuiwnee. 
moDto Corrloon h»o been careiul not to levool hio theory o* ** 
trUl. TechnlceUy, be could reotrict himeeU to an attempt to 
prove a con.plracy among Shaw. Oowald, the pUot Ferrle, and 
DOislbly othero without Involving CIA at all. As we under etand 
^uieUna Uw. GarrUon will have to prove at leant one overt 
ut in purouanee of the conspiracy, and wlto Oswald and Ferrle 
both dead, we do not at the moment know of such an act which 

be could prove. 

J We speculate, therefore, that he wUl try to Involve 

others a^d bring out testimony toat they were involved in such 

Sings “the mSvemen. of arms and money in ^rsuance of the 

conspiracy. Again, conceivably this could be done without 

t uAtxo CIA Indeed, in bis most recent pronouncements. 
Involving CU. todeea. rn unidentified group of 

CarrUon has type, who he says were 

Dauas oil men ^.^l controU.rs of the con.plracy. 

the instigators, back • however, that those who actuaUy 

He plays the people who had been associated 


( 


i • I4» m\%o th^t fciA 

attcntipo from the true ”„‘the perl of “the eeUhUehment” 

it o port '®”*/^rlnccel the true fecU. U would teem 

and the DeUee oil on would ettempt to Involve 

probeble. we Vnow, he ehould be eblc to 

in the Shew trlel. ' iceUfy ot periphcrel 

4. Cerrieon has ‘ ® ^^ff^^t^to construct a 

and effort, in different con^» speculation. wUl eerve to 

r.vrrpV^^.r. ic w«c/w. wax .. u«. « o„.uon 

pursue, thi. cour.e: 

.* e« Carlo. Quiroga. might testify 

a. A ^ ^ Sergio Arcacha Smith, who 

#.« r.rtie was *.^**“. c»b»n DcmocraUc Revolutionary 
w^i aissoci^tcd with Vmbruary 1962 End thEt 

;ron. ICDRF) a cache of 

Ferrle and Arcach ,,tempted to extradite Arcacha 

arm. In WW- Garrison attem p^^^ 

Snuth from Texas to testu^^^^^jj|^|m^|||||^ 

was not successful^ 


T> stMnVi Ricardo Davl. might testify about 

b. I® lake from New Orleans , 

a training camp V^^igiana. run by a Cuban exUe 

possibly at CIA. and that connected 

ir<«P (MDC) not “^tnejui mid Fernando 

tlU, this c*">P Jm.?Os-»W » to. icM 

Feroandes. m, entl-Castro actlvtUes. 

oI W63 In CO””.'**®" hy Quiroga. the possible 

Paoeque was »‘‘® “ *, jLvlng been In etarge 

«lmes. I^combe. which Garrison 

„,th.tx»lntoge.mp . W ^ 






*• Garrison has questioned a Cuban named Santana, 
after which Garrison inferred that Santana ovi’ned a riCe 
like Oswald's. Garrison alleges that Santana was in 
Dealy Plasa at the time of the assassination on orders 



d. Garrison's office has questioned a Carlos 
firinguier, who denied any CIA contact. But, according 
to reports, Garrison will try to introduce evidence that 
Bringuier bad knowledge of an alleged affiliation of 
Oswald with CIA. Also, according to the Warren Com- 
mission report, there was an altercation and fight between 
Oswald and Bringuier in August 1963 and a radio debate 
between them on 21 August 1963 when Oswald identified 
himself as a Marxist. Bringuier had some contact with 



e. Garrison has falsely stated that Cordon D. 
Novel was a CIA agent and that one of his lawyers, 
Stephen Plotkin, was paid by CIA. Garrison says he 
can prove that Novel, along with Arcacha Smith and 


I 


»thftr§* robbed o munltioot bunbcr ot Ho«imo» * * 
ifOttUiono ot the inttlgeUon of CIA. Corriton 
mey eUlm tbet tbl» robbtry wfc» one of the overt 
oct* of the ceneplrftcy. ActueUy. Novel bee 
never at any time bed any ateecietion with the 
Agency nor bee hie Uwyer, S:vpbcn Plotbln. 

t, Donald P. Norton bee been <|ucsUoned 
at length by Carrieoh, and Norton htc fUsely 
claimed in a newspaper article that he worked for 
CIA from 1957 to 1966, and that in 1962 Clay Shaw 
gave him $50, 000, which he took to Monterrey, 

Mexico and gave to Oswald. Here again Garrison 
may claim that this is the overt act in the conspiracy. 
There is no truth in Norton's story in any respect. 


5, We could continue to speculate about some of the other 
names Involved, but the foregoing is sufficient to illustrate the 
potential problem. Certainly, the story of CIA's connections and 
interrelationships would be enough to at least confuse a jury 
thoroughly. Shaw's lawyers have no way of refuting these stories 
except by attacking the credibility of the witnesses or introducing 
other witnesses to impeach their stories. They have so far no 


Government Information which they can use for this purpose. 

The Government, and particularly CIA, is placed in a quandary. 

If it were to deny the Norton and Novel stories, which are wholly 
untrue, it would have to make some partial admissions at least 
in connection with Daborde. SanUna. and possibly Paneque, 

Bringuier, and others. Shaw himself was a conUct of the Domestic 
Contact Service's New Orleans office from 1948 to 1956 and Introduced 
General Cabell, then Ileputy Director of Central Intelligence, when 
he addressed the New Orleans Foreign Policy Association in 
May 1961. In view of this dilemma, the Department of Justice 
has so far taken the position that if any effort is made by either 
the prosectuion or defense to involve CIA in the trial, the Govern- 
ment wiU cUim executive privUege. This, too, can be ^ 

Garrison into a claim that it is part of the whole cover up by the 

..UbUshment .nd p,rticul.xJy by ^ , 

i. 5 r« ftf nrivile£e appears to be available, however. To protect . 
cUim * W „„ prlvilcg.. It would appear that tb. 

Cwernwiit catmot take any action pubUcly to relute GarrUon’a 


4 


tUimt •ndthe lc*timony o! hi» wltne»»e*. »» th« Xx»ul»Un» 
iudgt would olmoU c*rulnly Uke the position thot ony such 
public •Utemenl would neijfctc the privUege. 

6. At the present time, therefore, there Is no action 
we can recommend for the Director or the Agency to Uke. 

If during the trial it appears that Shaw may be convicted on 
information that could be refuted by CIA. we may be 
eome difficult decisions. Tr.exe *s one positive aspect at the 
present time, which is that outside of Louisiana the U. 5. 
press and public opinion appear to be extremely eheptical 
U not ecornful of Carrlsoh’s ellesatlons. We can only wait 
and see whether the trial will influence this attitude either way. 
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